State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 21-319

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
March 30, 2022

The Complainant alleged that a superior court judge violated Rules 1.2, 2.2,
2.3, 2.4, 2.6, and 2.9 of the Code of Judicial Conduct.

The role of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially determine
whether a judicial officer has engaged in conduct that violates the Arizona Code of
Judicial Conduct or Article 6.1 of the Arizona Constitution. There must be clear and
convincing evidence of such a violation in order for the Commission to take
disciplinary action against a judicial officer.

The Commission does not have jurisdiction to overturn, amend, or remand a
judicial officer’s legal rulings. The Commission reviewed all relevant available
information and concluded there was not clear and convincing evidence of ethical

misconduct in this matter. The complaint is therefore dismissed pursuant to
Commission Rules 16(a) and 23(a).

Commission members Christopher W. Ames and Louis Frank Dominguez did
not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on March 30, 2022.















ARIZONA COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Email: cjc@courts.az.gov

To the Commission:

respectfully submits this following letter and statement to your office for review,
consideration and action. | have endured this judge, his biases and decisions since being assigned and
wish the commission to review these actions. It is believed that the Judge has violated
rule(s): 1.2, 2.2 thru 2.4, 2.6 & 2.9 of the Arizona Code of Judicial Conduct.

Rule 1.2: Promoting Confidence in the Judiciary A judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes

public confidence in the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary, and shall avoid
impropriety and the appearance of impropriety.

Judge in this matter has through his actions made manifest that it is impossible for
him to act in a manner honorably befitting the responsibility that comes with the privilege of being
seated as a judge in this state of Arizona. Recently, Judge has used his judicial discretion
to discriminate against the father. At the latest hearing, Show Cause evidentiary hearing,

Judge ruling ignores facts that the father definitively under oath
testified that he made every attempt to take the assigned parenting class, but was met with
obstacles. Now in order for the judge to arrive at this conclusion he must first have pre-determined
that the father lacked candor. This judge continues to make pre-determined decisions, which serve
as the basis for my renewed objection not only to his rulings, but his ability to be a judge. Although
the father testified that he has to receive medical treatment daily for extended periods of time; his
attempts to use the agency described in his order; that the father took a parenting
class with the same curriculum via the , Which he apparently
overlooked. It is clear that the judge basically wants to use his position to cause undue personal
and financial harm on the father by continuing to grant disproportionate sanctions unwarrantedly.
The court has accepted on occasion the mother’s certificate for prescribed parenting classes via
the Department of the . The Father who is also a has not been afforded the
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